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WHY NOT REVISION AND CODIFICATION
There has been no codification or revision of the
laws in this state for 24 years. We have more than
our share of "half-baked" statutes, and the indexing
of these statutes, including the Compiled Laws of 1913,
is very poorly done. It is reported that during the last
session, when an effort was made to get through at
least another compilation, there were statements by
members of the legislature that this would merely
benefit lawyers and far be it from them to give aid or
comfort to the lowly tribe of the legal profession. Let
the lawyer work to earn his money, and find out what,
when and where the exalted legislator had spoken and
to what purpose. There has been evidence on other
occasions when legislators of the same caliber have
given evidence of the high (?) esteem in which they
hold the disciple of Blackstone. It is said that the
1935 bosses of the House of Representatives planned
not to have a lawyer on the judiciary committee.
What was their chagrin to discover later that one man
had made the grade, though only by masquerading as
a Minister of the Gospel. Now the argument and the
course pursued by these modern statesmen remind us
of the homely saying not to cut your nose off to spite
your face. These men who show such perversity in
the end are the real sufferers. The more work a law-
yer has to do discovering the vagaries of legislative
processes the greater will be the charge against the
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client. And it stands to reason that if proposed legislation is not
whipped into proper form by lawyers while in the committee it
will have to be when it reaches the floor of the legislative halls,
and there will be infinitely more work and worry.
All of which proves that there is a very large job cut out for
us to build up a better relationship between the lawyer and the
public. I think most clients admire and trust their lawyer. They
confide in him and follow his advice in their vital business and
personal affairs. Lawyers do not take second place to ministers
of the gospel in this regard. Why can we not have this standing
and respect as a class? Most of us follow pretty well the legal
Code of Ethics prescribed by our Associations, and, candidly, we
are often shocked at the ruthlessness of the average business man
when viewed in the relentless pursuit of customers and business
of a competitor. Yet these are the people who unthinkingly, and
as a matter of ordinary conversation, so freely set themselves up
as judges of the integrity of the lawyer. Better acquaintance and
participation in the public affairs of our community will do a lot
to correct this disagreeable situation. Then let us try to im-
prove ourselves a little more. We must not proclaim our virtues
nor pretend saintliness. We are not of any different mould to
other mortals. Let us get on a common plane with our neighbors
and create a relationship which will not encourage the slandering
of the legal profession and of lawyers. But in doing this we musE
also be militant. There should be no turning of the other cheek.
Stand up for our profession and resent and repudiate courage-
ously all unfounded or ill-founded aspersions and libels on the
greatest profession of our civilization.
When we succeed in building up the relationship which law-
yers should have with the public we will have no trouble getting
a codification of our laws; and we may even be given the job of
managing real reform in government.
C. J. MURPHY.
ANNUAL MEETING
VALLEY CITY, JULY 16-17, 1937
The Executive Committee Announces the Annual Meeting
on those dates. Make your plans - On to Valley City.
THE AMERICAN BAR AND THE SUPREME COURT
PROPOSAL
We have heard from our members their opinions on the Presi-
dent's proposals with reference to the Federal Judiciary. You
have seen reports of the referendum. The figures need not be re-
peated in detail.
The issue regarded most seriously was, of course, the pro-
posed increase of the Supreme Court, and, a bit more incidentally,
the changes of the lower Federal Courts. Against such an in-
